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NAS Alameda Officer's Club
NAS Alameda, California

Tuesday,September 6, I995

ATTENDEES

See attached list,

MEETING SUMMARY

I. Introductions/Minutes

The meedng was called to order at 7:06 p.m.

Ken O'Donoghue opened the meeting and explainedthe meeting agenda, LCDR Mike Petouhoff
explained tbst J'azr_ Ricks, the Environm_umiPro[ec_!_l;• __cy (EPA) representativeon _e BRAC
Cleanup Team (BCT) is not able to attend toni_t's meeting _ Js_ Diamond_ Chief of the U.S.
]_nvironmerg_lProtectionAgency (EPA) Region 9's SuperfundProgramNavy Section, is a_te_d!n_in
his place. Additionally, LCDR Petouhoff i_troduceAYimSullivan, the Base Environmental

......... Coordinator(BEC) from Naval Station TreasureIsland,

Mr. O'Donoghue asked whet.herany RAB membershad commentson the August RAB meeting
minutes, Bert Morgan smr_dthat he has no commelgs on the August meeting minutes; however, he
received copies of the July RAB meeting minuteswhich aremissing page 4. Additionally, Mr.
Morgan stated thatthe bast cem study he received is missing page 54,

Tom Oakey requestedthat the second bullet on page 2 of the August minute_be revised to insert
before the first comma, "but not the general public."

Karen'Hack clarified thatthe last set.ion item listed, "Arecompliance issues within the purview of the
RAB," should not be present_ as a questionor concern;but rather, she is reques_ng thai compliance
issues, henceforth, be consideredwithin thepurview of the RAB.

Mr. O_Donoghuemade a motion to approve the August RAB meeting minutes pending the above
revisions; RAB members approvedMr. O'Donoghue's motion,

II. Action Item Updates and Co-Chair .Announcements

Heidi Git_ermanreferredRAB members to the last page of the August meeting minutes thatpresents a
list of action it.eros.

i?_r)
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Action It_m #I; Ms. Hack re_esr_l results of dle annualstorm water monitoring report.
..........Completed;LCDR PetouhoffsubmittedtheresultstoMs,Hack,

ActionItem#2: $herriWithrowre.questedRAB memberscompletethecommunityrelationsplan
(CRP.)questionnairebyAugust15,19:_.5,andprovidetheirresponsestoPRC. StaceyLupton
explainedthatPRC hadreceivedfive_mpletcdqucstionmlres;shegaveRAB membersanaddkional
wcck(untilSeptember13,1995)toc_pletethequestionnaires.Completedquestionnairesshouldbc
faxedto Ms. Luptonat4151543-5480.

ActionItem#3; Lyn$tlrewaltrexluest_clareportonthesourceofcleanfillforSite16.A Navy
representative advised that the source c>_'the clean fill would not be determined until a company is
contractedforthework.

J

Action hem #4: Ms. $firewalt requested RAB tr.l.ing on th_ concept of addressing multiple
ch_nical effects. LCDR Petouhoff responded that humanhealth risk guidelines and the concept of
multiple chemical effects is on the October RAB meeting agenda for discussion.

Action Item #5'. Ms. Stirewalt requeste_ an updateon one-time complianceand _ransf'er-related
compliance actions. LCDR Petouhoff r_spondeddmt these issues'are on the October RAB meeting -,:
agendaandwillbe discussedatthat_ing. He _I7._r notedthatthequeationoffuture training
willbedeferreduntilthef'u'sttrainingseriesiscompleted,Mr. O'Donoghueaddedthata lotof
efforthasbeenputforthtoconductthecriesofRAB trainingworkshops,and"franklytheturnout
was disappointing.", The final worksho? of the series is scheduled for the end of September and will
focusoncl¢.,_uptechnolo_es.

",_ Action Item #6: Roberta Hough requested informationon backgroundconcentrationsat NAS
Alameda. LCDR Petouhoff explained t_ rids topic is also included for discussion on the October
RAB meetingagenda.

ActionItem//7:Mr. OakeyrequestedinformationonwhethertheNavyisconductingdirect
measurementoftissueresiduesinorganisms.LCDR Petouhoffrespondedthatth|_questionwillbe
addressed_ part,of theecologicalandte=estrialriskassessmentpresentationslatedforth_October
RAB meeting.

Action Item #8: Ms. Hack requested _h_tcompliance issues be considered within the pu_rvbwof the
RAB. LCDR Petouhoffexplslnedthatthe InstsllafionRestorationProgram(IRP)istheNavy's
impbmenmtionoftheComprehensiveF.avironmenudResponse,Compensation,andLiabilityAct
(CERCLA). AlthoughcomplianceissuesarenotnecessarilyapartoftheIRP,theymay beofdirer
interesttotheRAB. He cited,forexample,leastternandleasingissuesasissuesofrealimportan_
toRAB members. LCDR Petouhoffstatedhiswillin_nesstoconsidernon-R_PissuesforRAB

discussiononacase-by-case basis. " "

Co-ChairAnnouncmncnts

Mr. O'Donoghu¢remindedRAB membersthat_ nextgAB meetingisscheduledforOctober10,
1995, the second Tuesday of t_Cmonth. He noted tha_Wayne Mayer will beoutof town for a
couple of months but will keep in,.touchwith BillSmith to communicate comments and keep apprised
of _ activities..
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Mr. O'Donoghue announced_ the _ focus group chairs held _n inaugural m_¢ting a coupleof
weeks ago. These meetings will now be held on a regular basis, preferably two w_ks following the
full _ m_tings. The purpose of these meetings is to (1) bring the focus group chairs together
with the RAB Community Co-Chair (snciLCDR Petouhoff, as necessary), (2) determine future
agenda items, (3) solicit feedback on the RAB's dir_tion, and (4) foster independent and open
discussion in an i.nfoz_d setting. He added that.thesemeetings shouldm_k_ futureRAB agenda's
much more meaningful to the _ members.

Mr. O'Donoghue cited _amples of some of the topics discussed at the inaugural meeting as potential
agenda items:

- the need for more media coverage possibly through RAB articles for local newspapers
or a speaker's bureau ,

off-base soil sampling to establish backgroundlevels

- theroleoftheRAB inadvisingtheNavyonon,-timecompliance

Mr. O'DonoghuealsoremindedRAB membersthattheNavyisconductingthetechnologyworkshop
thisSaturday,September9,attheOfficer'sClub.LCDR Pemtthoffexplainedthattheworkshopwill
describevariouscleanuptochnologicsandtheirassociatedbcnefimandlimitations.

LCDR P_ouhoffannouncedthata removalactionistentativelyplannedforthefallatSite18,the
stormdrainsystem.He poin:e_loutthattheremovalprocessatSite18willbedifferent,thanthe
processimplementedatSite16(whichwasdiscussedattheAugustRAB meeting).BecauseSite18is

, atime-criticalremovalaction,therewillnorbeapubliccommentperiod.He nomd thatKen
Rosenblum.thechairoftheEarlyActionFocusGroup,receivescopiesofremovalactiondocuments
whichhecansharewithimcrcstedRAB members.

LCDR Petouhoffmadea fewadditionalannouncements:

- SllerriWithrow,thecommunityrelationscoordinator,isonvacationthisweekand
thenexttwoweeks.

- Mariette Shin,aformerintern,hasgonebackto school;LCDR Petouhoffisinthe
process of hiring a replacemem.

- President Clinton visited NAS Alameda and announcedthat Cal Start will receive a

grant fromthefederal government.

- September 30, 1995, will be the last installmem of the RAB workshops;this will
compleLethe first series ofRAB trajnl-S workshops.
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HI. F,n_zo-memal _ Survey Status

Anne Klimek made a presentationon the objectives, status, results, and futuredirection of the
environmentalbaseline survey (F.,BS)being conductedat NAS Alameda (attached).

• Key points of the presentationinclude the folIowing:

- Key goals of.the EBS include (1) protectingpublic health and the environment, (2)
facilitating property reuse, (3) establishing the environmentalcondition of 100 percent
of the base property, and (4) determiningthe suitabilityof leasing/transferring
property for a specific use.

- pbA_e2A of the ]3BSconsisted of conductinginitial sampling and screening of all
properties withinNAS MamMa, This phase was completedin July 1995.

During Phase 2B of the EBS, specific propertyparcels identified during Phase 2A will
be targeted for furtherevaluation. This phase began in August 1995 and is expected
to be completedby the end of I995.

- NAS Alameda propertieshave been placed in oae of seven categories (category no. 1
representingthe cleanest properties), Propertieswithin category 7 see those with
inadequate data andwhich cannot be categorizeduntil further information is obtained.
Phase 2A placed 55 percentof NAS Alameda acreage in propertycategory no. 7.
During Phase 2]3propertieswithin category no 7 will be evaluated further for the
purpose of placingthem in categories 1 through6.

- The EBS forms the basis for the finding of suitability to lease (FOSL), which seeks to
match the environmentalcondition of a property parcel with reuse goals.

Priority leasing goals for 1995 have been established (outlined in the attached
prescaltation).

- Interestedpa.,:i_haveeasyaccesstoalltheEBS asweU as_ informationthrough
the GeographicL,fformatlonSystem (GIS), available in the _LB library.

LCDR Petouhoff stated that therehas been a lot of interest expressedin the plating amp; he has
heard of at least two potential reuse interests. Although no applicatiom for reuse of the plating shop
have yet been received, the Navy will begin the process for leasing the pl_tlng shop.

Following Ms. Klimek's presentation,RAB members asked a series of questions:

- Malcom Mooney inquired whether the Navy has informationon the potential seismic
impact on existing structureswithin NAS Alameda, especially in light of the term
"suitability" in the FOSL. LCDR Petouhoffreplied that seismic information is not
included in the EBS. Although he cannot speak to the integrityof the existing
structure,s, which is beyond the scope of Ms office, LCDR Petouhoff stated that the
general plan is to do_a'nent as much available informationon the environmental
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condRionandmake thatinformationavailableto the reuse entities. He recommended
,._ "thatthe Base Reuse Advisory Group(BRAG) consider this issue.

- Ms. Stirewalt asked for clarification on how propertyparcels and IRP sites are
configured. Ms. Klimek explainedthat the numberof IRP sites remain the sarao, the
overall EBS was conducted by dividing NA$ Alameda acreage into property parcels
for evaluation. While the parcels may include an IRP site subject to CERCLA
cleanup, much of the propertiesevaluated under the EBS are not IRP sin and,
therefore, not subject to CERCLA.

LCDR Petouhoff further explained that NAS Alameda has been divided into 214
property percels, repreacnting100 percentof the base property. During the EBS
processofsamplingandevaluatingeachoftheseparcels,additionalcontaminatedsites
may beidentifiedandfoldedintothe_ process.

Ms.Klimekofferedtoprovidemoredet_il_ontheEBS processtointerestedRAB
members;shemay becontactedat4151246-2714.

- Mr. OakeyinquiredwhethertheNavyissamplingonlythoseareaswheretheyhavea
reason to believe there may be some sort of contamination. H¢ stated that
government guidance on sampling calls for a more systematic and random approach,
rather than a more selectiv©approach;he expressed concernthat a selective approach
to sampling may miss hot spots. Ms. Klimek explained that the Navy conducted both
selective sampling coupled with random sampling.

..... Ms. Hack inquiredabout the sampling and _,alytical metbodology implemented. Ms.
Klimek stated that she would fax Ms. Hack information describing the Navy's
methodology as the explanation is too deUdledfor discussion at the full RAB meeting.

- Roberta Hough asked to what extent immunoaasay field screening techniques were
used as an analytical method. She pointed out concerns raised by the Naval Station
Treasure Island (NAVSTA TD gAB regardinguse of the immunoassay technique.
Mr. Sullivan, the NAVSTA TI BEE, explainedthat at NAVSTA TI, immunoassay
test (manufacturedby EM Science for benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes,
[BTEX]) had 50 percent false positive results. False positive means that the
irnmunoassay result indicated a higher con_ntration of BTEX than the result reported.
for the comparison sample analyzed by a standard laboratory method. This type of
error is less of a problem than a false negative result where the immunoassay would
report less contamination than the comparison sample.

'Ms, Hough a@.edabout the extent of thebase subject to the EBS Phase 2A and Phase
2B evaluation. Ms. Klimek reiterated that 100 percent of the base property was
evaluated under the EBS Phase 2A; Phase 2B will involve evaluation of targeted
properties based on results from Phase 2A. The Navy is gill evaluating the results of
Phase 2A and has not yet determined the ¢xaot acreage to be evaluated under Phase
213.
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IV. Least Tern Study

Doug Pomeroy, from the Navy's Engineering Field A_vity (EFA) West Envirom'aenmlPlanning
Branch, provided a presenu_ion on the statusof the NAS Alameda Least Tern Buffer Zone Study
(attached). He noted thatthe final study is availablethroughhis office or the Alameda Reuse and
Redevelopn_nc Authority (ARRA). Key points made duringtheprescntat.ionare highlighted below:

- The results of Least Tern Buffer Zone Study wifi be reflected in a National
EnvironmentalPolicy Act (NEPA) environmentalimpact statement _IS) that will
evaluate potential impacts of various rouseplans on the least tern population ar NAS
Alameda. He noted that the study is not a regulatorycompliancedocument, It is
likely that the ARRA will preparea joint FederalEIS and CaliforniaEnvironmenml
Quality Act (CEQA) environmentalimpactreport(EIR)document ¢opresent the
proposed reuse plan for NAS Alameda.

- An EndangeredSpecies ConsultationReport will also be preparedconcurrentwith the
EIS/EIR document.

- Data used co generatethe reportinclude the California Department of Fish and Game
annualsite report, interviews with basepersonnelwho monitor the Wast tern sires, and
individualmeasurements of the sites, For example, some of the measurements
included how open the sites are, whethersites with buildings nearbyhave more
consistentproblems than sires without structures.

]'he study's results reflect two majorthemes: (1) predatormanagement and (2)
human-relateddisturbance, Predatormanagement includes location of the least tern
site in relationto predators andabiliw/access to v-___ge predationon terns. Human-
related disturbancesinclude indirectand direct disturbancesof tern nests and
disturbancesby pets/animals.

- The study could no_conclude that a particulardistance of a smxcmre to a least tern
population may impact the success of tha_population.

A questions and answer period followed thepresent.on:

Mr. Mooney asked what is mear_ by "intensemamgement." Mr. Pomeroy explained
that the level of managementwill vary between sites depending on availablefunds and
thesize and circumstances of a given population. Site visir_may vary between three
visits per week and six to seven times per week.

- Jim Haasasked if comparingda_ regardinglest terns at other locations with the terns
at NAS Alameda would be helpful. Mr. Pomeroy repliedthat some comparisons have
bern made; however, they did not f_l comformble_.idn8 a conclusion based on the
findings became there is too much variabilityamong locations.
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Mr. Pomeroy noted that a program was initiatedin 1988 to addressferal catpredators by prohibiting
.... any feedinE of the c,slz on base; this policy significantly reducedthe cat populationon base. He

explained that this initiative, coupled with increasedsite managementactivities and extension of the
breakwaterto reduce anticipateddredging, resulted in an annualincrease in the least tern population.

Mr. Pomeroy explained Hat if the base propertyremainsundera federalagency, management of the
least tern must comply with the Federal EndangeredSpecies Act. Mr. Haas explained that if the land
is taken our of federal ownership, the new owner must applyfor a permit for an "incidentaltake."
Such a permit requires development of a habitat conservationplanthat describes how the owner will
protect the habitat.

RichardKing asked how other bases are handlingleast tern populations or other
.endangeredspecies. Mr. Oakey referredMr. I_in_ to page 38 of the least tern study
which provides a case studyof a situationsimilarto that at NAS Alameda. bit.
Oakey pointed out thatthe study indicatesthat sites with structuresclose to the center
of the least tern colony experienced the most potentialfor h_vy predation. He
asserted that the NAS Alamedaleast tern populationhas been particularly successful
because of theopen natureof the habitat's si_e.

- Ron Basarich asked how the Navy determineswhether a colony is simply expanding
due to migrationof birds from other colonies (for e_mnle, the OaklandAirport).
Mr. Pomeroy stated thatleast terns at NAS Alamedaare beJn_born at a higher rate
than "replacement' rates. He furthernoted thatmost birds, if their original nesting
site is disturbed,will migrate to an alternatesite within the same general vicinity.

...... . - Mr. Basari_ inquired why the OaklandAirport is not subject to the Endangered
Species Act. Mr. Haas reiteratedthat non-federal owners must apply for a permit for
an incidentaltake andpreparea h_hitat.conservationplan. The plan must include
some'mitigationmeasures to offset impactto the habitat, Furthermore, Mr. Haas
poir_ed out thatthere is currentlyno least tern population at the OaklandAiq_ort;
therefore, the airportisnotsubject.to the EndangeredSpecies Act.

- A member of the general public asked how many least terns currently exist at NAS
Alameda. Mr, Pomeroy replied thatTtw.rearecurrentlyabout 140 pairs; in 1988,
there were about85 pairs, reflecting an increaseof about 10 per year.

- A member of the general public (Cordne Stephanic)noted that the report seems to
indicazethat the "tighteryou squeeze them [least terns], themore problems and more
expensive it is to monitor andprot_t them." Mr. Pomeroy agreed that is an
accuratedepimon.

- A member of the general public inquired if thebirds have been tested to determine
whether their offspring are contaminated. Mr, Pomeroy replied that the Navy has not
conduced such tests. Mr, Pomeroy explainedthat cap_urL'_the birds w administer
testing would cause more traumath_ the resultswouldjustify, Mr. Haas referredto
a study conductedby the University of Californiaat Davis which analyzed least tern
eggs for contaminants; only non-detect levels of contaminantswere identified, hence,
contamination of offspring does not appear to present a problem.
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..... - Ms. ,Hough.inquiredwhetherthe colder weatherin nonhero Californiamay impactthe
least mm population and should be consideredin ,¢onko.arisen studies with populations
in southernCalifornia. Mr. Pomeroy respondedthat th|_ factor will be considered in
preparationof the EIS/EIR.

- Bill Smith askedwhether a golf course may have a positive impact on the least mm
population. Mr. Pomeroy stated that any reuse plan will need to consider the number
of buildings anddistance between the bird popul_on and the buildings. Birds survive
betterin an open setting without people.

V, Budget Update

LCDR Petouhoff gave a presentationon the status of funding for NAS Alameda. He stated that
Congress is still deliberatingon the fiscal year (FY) 1996 budget; hence, the futurebudget for
military environmentalcleanup is stiUunclear. He describedthebudget process as a "ragof war"
within the Navy, among the threeservices within the Departmentof Defense (I)oD), between DoD
and the Executive Branch, andbetween the Executive BranchandCongress.

He noted that the direction of budgetdiscussions have made a majorshift for FY 96. In the past, the
focus usually caumred on establishinga "floor" or minimumamount of funds that should be spatn;
now thediscussionisfocusedonestablishing"ceillngs,"settingam_imum amountoffundstha_
cannot be exceeded. He furtherstatedthat his discussions in Washington, D.C. indicate thatthere is
"simplynoconstituencyoradvocateinD,C.forcleanupfltllding."

LCDR PetouhoHstatedthatwhileNAS Alamedahasawrittencommitmentthatfundingiscoming,
theinstallationhasyettoreceivethefunding,He notedthattheinstallationmay notbefundedto
conductasmany earlyactionsasplannedtoaccommodatereuseneeds;however,thebasicbuilding
blocks in the IRP process will be funded, possibly over an extended period of time. For example, the
funds will be provided to preparea record of decision (ROD) on cleanup actions; however, the ROD
completionmay bedelayed.

He explainedthatessentiallytherearethreecamgoriesoffunding(I)IRPactivities;fundedbythe
NavalFacilities(NAVFAC) inWashington,D.C.,(2)propertytransfer-relatedcomplianceactivities,
also funded by NAVFAC_ and (3) one-rlme compliance actions funded by the individual installations.
He noted that funds providedby the installations for one-rime compliance actions are hidden in the
overall installation's budget and, therefore, survive better than the more visible NAVFAC funds,

Karen King commented that the Departmentof Energy (DOE) has streamlinedits cleanup and closure
activities by folding relevant informationgeneratedduringpreparation of the EIS directly into the
remedial 'mvestig_on and feasibility study (RI/FS). LCDR PetcuhoHexplained that the Navy is
exploring options for streamliningthe EIS and RI/FS process, with respect to NEPA and CEQA, the
CERCLA public notice requiremenmsatisfy NEPA public notice requirements. He explained that
California agencies are responsible for conducting CEQA public notificationprocedures coiwurrent
with the CERCLA/NEPA notificationprocess.
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Mr, Smith commented that althoughthe fundingis tight, the tools (for oxarnplc,the laws and courts)
arestill in place to ensurecleanupis completed.

Ms. Hack inquired about the status of the DoD bandingscheme for allocating funds. LCDP,
Petouhoff stated that "banding is essentially dead." He noted thatalthough the bandingscheme had
good goals, it missed many of the nuancesassociatedwith determiningappropriatelevels of funding.
Thebanding process has been superseded by a more generic process in which each installation
submits its funding priorities to Navy headquarters.

A member of the general public inquiredwl_Uthe Navy plans to do in light of the expected f_jnd_ing
shortfalls. LCDR Petouhoff explained that the Navy hadestablishedpriorities for funding back in
April 1994 which included identificationof acrlvitieswhich could potentiallybe deferred. For
example, he noted mat me groundwaterat NA$ Alameda is not currentlyused for drinking water;
hence, rem_liation of the groundwatercould,possibly be deferred. However, lie noted that the
groundwatermay be a futurepotable source;plus, thepotential for contaminantmigration to the San
Francisco Bay must be considered,

Mr. Smith made an observation that once the base closes, the sole source of fundingwill come from
NAVPAC; therefore, "anything that needs to get done, must be done in the next two years before the
base closes, or else it won't get done." LCDR Petouhoffexplainedthat once the base closes, a core
group of people will act as caretakers to continue the cleanupandmonitor the base facilities,

Mr, Basarich commented that delay in ROD completionwill mean a delay in long-term reuse of the
base property. LCDR Petouhoff agreedwith this comment but noted that there will continue to be
inmrim leasing on the base. He pointed out that accordingto the law, the federal govemmcut cannot
transferproperty by deed until "all necessary remedialaction has been taken."

Mr, Mooney inquired whether partial tramferof clean propertieswould be possible. LCDR
Petouhoff replied thatthe Navy still has funds to complete the EBS andhe expects thatmuch of the
b_c property will not requirecleanup, He pointed out that themore the reuse plan deviates from the
base's current use, the more likely costs and time necessary to complete cleanup will increase. He
emp_ized the need to consider such tradc-ofr'sin the reuse planningprocess.

Jane Diamond no_edthatall military installationsare feeling the pain of budget cuts.

Mr. O'Donoghue urged RAB membersand thepublic to write or fax their own representativesas
well as m_mbers of the U.$. AppropriationsCommitteesregarding the need for continued and
adequatebase cleanup funding.

At ¢hi_point Ms. Hack inquired about the statusof the Federal Facility Site RemediationAgreement
(FFSRA), LCDR Petouhoff statedthat the FFSRA has be,on negotiated and is pendingsignature by
all parties to the agreement. Ms. Hack requestedthat the RAB be provided copies of the FFSRA
portions agreedto by all parties and b, provided a statusreportat the m0a RAB meeting.
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VI. Focus Group Reports

Early__s Grouv

Ken Roscnblum stated thatMs. King had preparedan article for the Alameda newspapers.m inform
the community on RAB activities.

Ms. Hough inquiredwhethera deadline has been set for receipt of comments on the Parcel 144
(soccer field) FOSL. LCDR Petouhoff replied that no date has been set, yet the FOSL will not be
made fins! or the property leased until the property is adequatelyclean. Ms. Hough requested as an
action item that no decisions be made on the Parcel 144 FOSL untilher coram©ntsare addressed;her
comments relate to the adequacyof samplingtechniquesused at Parcel 144, the use of background
levels, andocherconcerns, LCDR Petouhoffagreed that no final dezlsion will be made until her
comments are responded to.

_o_v Focus Gro_v

Mr. O'Donoghue provided an update for Mr. Smith who had to leave. The Removal Action Scoping
Document for Site 18 was received and "looks good;" the focus group had a few minor commentson
the report.

The next Technology Focus Group meeting will be held on September 12 in the RAB library.

_s Grou_

Nix. Bassrich announcedthat the ARRA will be presenting its draft reuse plan on Saturday,
September 9. The ARRA expects to complete a final reuseplan by January1996. He noted that it
"scornstenuous" to encouragecleanupfor long-termr_se given the multitude of factors/mpactir_
the cleanup (for example, funding reductions).

_Or.g_zational FoeusGroup_ '

Ms. Stirewalt stated that the OrganizationalFocus Groupis pla_nin_ ajointmcct/r_ with Mr. Oakey,
LCDR Petouhofl', and Mr. Basarich,possibly on September 11, 1995, in the RAB library to iron out
the RAB charCcr,

_esource Focus .C¢.ou9

Mr. Oakey distributeda summary of selected quotationsfrom _© least tern study (attached),

.C..ommunityOurrea_ Focus ¢3rouv

Ms. King requested commentson the draft article(describedabove by Mr. Rosenblum). She noted
that based on some ofthe informationdiscussed at this meeting, she may make further changes to the
article; for example, she believes that it may be more pertinentto discuss the least tern study and the
Seaplane Lagoon IRP site.

.....' l0
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VII. Action Items and Closing Remarks

Mr. O'Donoghue reminded the RAB that the next meeting of the focus group chaks is planned for the
week of September 18, 1995; the next KABmeeting is scheduled for the second Tuesdayof the
month, October I0, 1995.

Ms. Hack inquiredwhen comments are due for the Site 18 scoping document. LCDR Petouhoff
respondedthat there is no formalpublic commentperiod associated with the Site 18 work plan;
however, he would like any comments by September20, 1995.

Ms. Hack next reiteratedher perceptionthatcleanupandconversion issues outside of the IRE)should
be within the purview of the RAB. Mr. O'Donoghuestatedthat the issue of the RAB's scope will be
raised at the next focus group chair meeting. He noted r_t many issues are outside of CERCLA and
the IR programs and "the fact that we are a child of CERCLA does not sit well." Any RAB member
who is not a focus group chair but would like to commenton this issue should _dl Mr. O'Donoghue.
LCDR Petouhoff indicated that he "remainsopen to discussion" on this issue.

ACTJON ITN_

9/6 Ms. Hack requested that the RAB be providedcopies of portions of the FederalSite
RemediationAgreement portions agreedto by all patties andbe provided a status report _ the
next liAB meeting.

9/6 Ms. Hough requested that no decision8 be made on the Parcel 144 FOSL until her comments
...... are addressed. LCDR Petouhoff agreedthat no fmaI decision will be made until her

comments ate responded to.

The meeting adjournedat 9:49 p.m.

The next meeting will be held on Tuesday, October 10, 1995, at 7:00 p.m,, at the Officer's
Club, NAS Alameda.
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